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Abstract
The Orphan Students Aggressive Behaviors And Its Relation With
Self-concept And Educational Performances at Al-Mazar Directorate
of Educational School .

Ziad Thalji Hamd Al-Tarawneh

Mu'tah University, 2011

The current study aimed to recognize the nature of the relationship
between the aggressive behaviors of the orphan students with self-
concept, and the educational performances at school. The sample of study
consisted of (256) students, (125) of them were male students, and (131)
were female students, their ages between (13-18) years, they were chosen
intentionally. The results indicated the presence of aggressive behavior
with a medium degree for the orphan students, at Al-Mazar directorate
educational schools, from the view point of their teacher. The results also
indicated the presence of a medium self-concept for the orphan students
from the view point of the students themselves. The results also showed
that there were differences with statistical significance in the teachers
estimations for the aggressive behaviors for the orphan students according
to the social variable (male, female students) growing stage late (child
hood, and teenage stage) for the male students late childhood and teenage
stages. The result also showed a significant negative relationship between
the statistical achievement and aggressive behaviors. The results showed
there were no relationship for statistic hints between the aggressive
behavior and the self-concept. In addition to The results showed
astatically significant differences at (0.05>a ) between the students at the
level of achievement, aggressive behavior for students who have low and
medium, for the students who have high aggressive behavior. They also
appeared the presence of statically significance among the students at the
level of achievement according to the self concept in favor of those who
have a high self-concept.



.(2005

)

(1988

1.1



.(John, 1986)

(1987 )

(1996 )

(1992 )



2.1

(1999 )
(Kinard,1978)



(0.05>0)

(0.05>0)

(0.05>0)

3.1



4.1

3.1



6.1
N
)
(2002
2
(2004 )
Academic Achievement : 3
(2000 )

.(2011-2010)



1.2

(Bandura, 1973)

(2002)

(2003)



.(2000 )
(Aggressive Behavior)

.(2008 )

(2003 ) 1.1.2






2.1.2
(2006 )

o o 9 L

10

3.1.2

(1995 )

10



11

4.1.2



.(2005 )

(1992

12



.(Bowlby, 1991)

(1995

(1997 )

(1988 )

(1989 )

13



(1999 )

5.1.2

(2008
(Psychoanalysis)
(Freud)

14



(Ehos)

(Thanatos)
(1988 )
(1424 )
( Behavioral Theory)
( )

(2006 )

(skannar & Bandora)

15



(1982 )

(2005)

(Social Learning )

(Alpert Bandora)

16



(1988 )

(Dolarad & miller)

(1424 )

6.1.2

17



(1983 )
(1977 )

(1986 )

(1988 )

(2008 )

(1994 )

(1999 )

.(Cuiping & Huichang, 2001)

18



(1995

(1985 )
(Hattie, 1992)

19



(1999 )

(2002 )
(2005 )
( 2000 )
(Horney)

(1983 )

20



7.1.2

(2003 )
1
(1994 )
2
(1998 )
3
(2001 )

21



(1989

(1985 )

(1994 )

(1994 )

22



23

8.1.2

( 2008 )
2
(2008 )
: 3
( 2008 )
4
(2001 )



(2003 )

9.1.2

(2008 )

.( 2008

24



(1983
(1999 )

.(2008

(1999 )

(1988 )

.(2003 )

25



10.1.2

(1977 )

(1983 )

(George meed)

26



(2008 )

:Academic Achievement : 11.1.2

(1997 )

27



(60)

(2000

(375)

(2002

(16 -11)
(S.0.9)

28

2.2

1.2.2



(2004 )

(717)

( )

(Malik, 2008)
(1017)
(13-6)
(2009 )
(93) (152) (250)
2.2.2

(1980 )

(333)

29



(0.05=q)

(333)

(432)

(S.0.S)

(7)

(1981

(1981

(1983

(1991

30

(0.01 =



(13-7)

(1994 )

(120)

(1994 )

(63)

(13-9)

(1995 )

(78)

(1997 )

(120)

31



(1997 )

(14-8) (20)

(2001 )

(19-12) (210)

3.2.2
(Kinard, 1978)
(15-5) (60)
(Burdet& Jenson, 1983)
(15-8) (113) (116) (229)

ST S G A jall A iy Gl (JlakaY]

32



(1985 )

(201)

( Dumart, 1988)

(157)
(15-7)
%46.5
(%53.5)
(12)
(%33.7)
(%66)
(%48)
(1999 )
(66) (50)

33



) (1978 )

2002 ) (1999 ) (2008 ) (1983
(2009 ) (
) (1996 ) (1983 )

(1995 ) (1981 ) (1981

34



1.3

(256)

(18-13)

(125)

(131)

(90)

(43)

(47)

(1)

(1)

M~ oo oo < 0 1 O I~

< <4 M g N oW

573226

< g © o4 o ™

o — 0 0w ¥ o«
14 < 6o o< N~ © o

© l 1

P~ © W s o ® 9N

—

65

60

67

64

256

35



2.3

1
) (1976 )

(
) (1986 )

(

(120)
(1987 )
)
(
(23)

(22) (1991 )
(18) (44 - 0)
2

36



4
(40)
()
5
(%100 - %80)
(30)
(13)
(30 27 26 25 24 20 17 15 14 11 10 9 4)
(11)
(29 28 23 19 18 16 12 8 6 2 1)
5 3) (6)
22 21 13 7
)
) ( )
(60 - 0) (
X ) ()

37



(10)

(%80 )
(40 38 34 27 24 20 15 13 8 4)
28 26 25 21 19 17 16 14 12 7 1)

(35 33 32
(2)
(2)
**().83 21 *0.42 11 *(.48 1
**().69 22 *(.38 12 **().66 2
**().59 23 **().71 13 **().71 3
*0.40 24 **().70 14 **().62 4
*0.39 25 **().55 15 **() 58 5
*(.38 26 *0.49 16 **().80) 6
*0.35 27 *(.48 17 **().72 7
*0.40 28 *0.46 18 **().70 8
*0.41 29 *0.35 19 *0.36 9
**().55 30 **().51 20 **().50 10
(0.01>0) *x
(0.05>0) *
(2)
(0.83 -0.35)
(0.01>a)  (0.05>q)

38



(20)

(t-retest)
(0.85)
(0.82) ( )
(1982 )
) -
(
(50)

(

(70)

39

(1988

(35)

)

()

223



(

(%100 - %80)
(60)
)

()
() (60 - 0)

12 7 5) (10) (%80)
(38 34 28 25 20 17 15
(57 53 32 30 29 27 22 14 10 9 3 1)

(40 34 32 31 29 26 24 20 12 7 4 2)

(3)

40



(3)

**().55 41 *0.40 21 *0.45 1
*(0.42 42 **().60 22 *0.41 2
*(0.44 43 **().70 23 **().60 3
*0.41 44 *0.36 24 xx058 4
**0.50 45 *0.40 25 *038 >
*0.49 46 *0.38 26 xx(0 55 6
**().50 47 *0.40 27 *0.41 7
**().70 48 *0.38 28 *0.40 8
**().66 49 **().61 29 *0.36 9
*0.31 50 **().63 30 *xps55 10
*0.45 51 **().50 31 **050 11
*0.41 52 *0.48 32 *0.49 12
*().44 53 *0.49 33 *(0.43 13
*0.40 54 **().53 34 *0.39 14
*0.39 55 **().60 35 **050 15
*0.40 56 **().64 36 *(0.49 16
*0.33 57 **().61 37 =060 17
*0.40 58 **().63 38 wxs58 I8
*0.41 59 **().66 39 wxp50 19
*0.31 60 **().60 40 *0.40 20
(0.01>0)
(0.05>a)
3)
(0.70 — 0.31)

(0.0120)  (0.05>a)

41

**



(20)

(T-Retest)
(0.87)
(0.86) ( )
(20)
( ) ( )

(256)
(256)

42

3.3

4.3



5.3

N T on

43



1.32 0.66
1.32
(1.32)
(1.32)
(0.66)
(1: 0: )
47 47 - 35

44

(0.66)

(2:

0.66

35



80 79 - 66 65
1.4
: (4)
(4)
0.49 0.89 2
0.55 0.85 3
0.51 1.01 1
0.48 0.89 -
(4)
(0.48) (0.89)
(0.51) (1.01)
(0.49) (0.89)

45



(0.85)

(0.55)

(1)

(1)
46

1.20




(1999 )

(1997 )

(1983 )

47



(Malik, 2008)

(2009 )

2.4

(5)
(5)

7.35 41

(5)
(41)
(7.35)

48



(Tow Way Anova)

(1995

)

(1983

(1994

(6)
0.18947 1.2795
0.37547 0.6487
0.43660 0.9467
0.12758 1.3252
0.39666 0.4252
0.54381 0.8229
0.16323 1.3018
0.40116 0.5329
0.49647 0.8843

49

34

)



(7)

(Tow Way ANOVA)
F
0.021 5.373%* 0.501 1 0.501
0.000 398.640* 37.183 1 37.183
0.001 12.329* 1.150 1 1.150 *
0.093 252 23.505
255 62.852
.(0.05 > a) *
(7)

(0.05>a)

50



(8)

0.21619 1.3500
0.36003 0.5210
0.51227 0.9127
0.19723 1.3493
0.37370 0.3586
0.58174 0.7963
0.20628 1.3497
0.37481 0.4369
0.55040 0.8540
9)
(Tow Way ANOVA)
F
0.034 4.548%* 0.422 1 0.422
0.000 565637* 52.538 1 52.538
0.036 4.468* 0.415 1 0.415
0.093 252 23.406
255 77.249
.(0.05 > a)
9)

51



()

(0.05>a)

(10)
0.39341 1.3722
0.46992 0.8756
0.50010 1.1102
0.18113 1.2573
0.47772 0.5995
0.49848 0.8902
0.31287 1.3162
0.49214 0.7326
0.51035 0.9993

52



(11)

(Tow Way ANOVA)
F
0.000 14.642%* 2.426 1 2.426
0.000 127.632* 21.144 1 21.144
0.116 2.488 0.412 1 0412
0.166 252 41.747
255 66.417
.(0.05 > a)
(11)
(0.05 > ) ()

53



(12)

0.17629 1.3239

0.33289 0.6473

0.43314 0.9669

0.11176 1.3205

0.36312 0.4306

0.52482 0.8238

0.14778 1.3222

0.36421 0.5350

0.48590 0.8948

(13)
(Tow Way ANOVA)
F
0.002 10.087* 0.769 1 0.769
0.000 510.836%* 38.938 1 38.938
0.002 9.470* 0.722 1 0.722
0.076 252 19.208
255 60.206
.(0.05 > a)
(13)
.(0.05 > 0) ()

54



(2005 )

(1992 )
(Burdet&jenson, 1983)
(2004 )

55



(2000 )
4.4
(0.05 > q)
(14)
(14)
F R
779217 3 2337.652
0.015 #3541 50038 250 55449.625 0201
255 57787.277
(14)
()
(0.015= a) (3.541)
(0.05> «)
(0.05> ) (0.201)

56



(15)

. R

1.959 1 1.959
0004  BOI3* 554 57787 0.181

255 59.746

.(0.05 > )
(15)
()
(0.004 = o) (8.613)
(0.181) .(0.05 > )
.(0.05 > o)
(16)
. R

2.587 1 2.587
0043 A419% 4 623 254 158351 0.127

255 160.938

(0.05 > 0)
(16)
()
(0.043 = ) (4.149)

(0.127) .(0.05 > a)
.(0.05 > )

57



(17)

F R
3.193 1 3.193
0231 1442 2215 254 562.647  0.075
255 565.840
(17)
(0.231 = a) (1.442) ()
(0.075) .(0.05 > q)
.(0.05 > a)
(18)
F R
30.600 3 91.800
0.689 0.491 62.308 252 15701.508  0.076
255 15793.309
(18)
()
(0.689 = a) (0.491)
(0.076) (0.05 > a)
.(0.05 > a)
( )

58



(Dumart, 1988)

(1981 )

(2000 )
(1980 )

( kinard, 1978)

59



5.4

(0.05>a)
)
(19) ( )
(19)
(
9.51 60.61 58
13.76 73.50 130
12.47 84.80 68
15.01 72.55 256
(19)
( )
One )
(20) (—Way Anova
(20)
F
8961.51 2 17923.024
0.00% 5728  156.44 253 39580.210
255 57503.234

60



(20)

(0.05>a)
(21) (Schefte)
(21)
-24.18%* -12.88%* - 60.61 58
-11.30* - 12.88* 73.50 130
- 11.30%* 24.18%* 84.80 68
(21)
(1980 )

61



(1999 )

(1985 )
6.4
(0.05>0a)
( )
)
(22) (
(22)
( )
13.86 75.28 57
14.18 73.87 128
16.00 64.76 71
15.01 72.55 256
(22)
( )
One )
(23) (—Way Anova

62



(23)

F
2175.05 2 4350.119
*0.000 1035  210.09 253 53153.116
255 57503.234
() (23)
(0.05>a. ) (10.35)
(24) (Schefte)
(24)
10.52* 1.41 - 75.28 57
9.10% - -1.41- 73.87 128
- -9.10* -10.52* 64.76 71
(24)
( ( )
(

63



(1990 )

(1989 )
(Dumart, 1988)

64



.(1988) .

(6)
.185-163
.(2002) .

.(1983) .

.(1998) .

.(1983) .
.(2004) .

(3 ) (1982) .

( ) .(2008) .
(1)
.(2009) .

(1) (17)
.524-487
.(1999) .

.(1986) .

65



.(2003) .

.(1981) .
(3)
99-71
.(2002) .
.(2003) .
(1424) .
.(2004) .

(24)

336-286 (1)

(1994) .
(31)
.90-78
.(1988) .

66



G).

(1).

.(1990) .

(1997) .

34-18  (41-40)
.(1999).

(1977) .
.(1985) .

.(1995) .
.(2001) .
.(2002) .
.(2005) .

.(2008) .

(1)
.( 2008) .

.(2003) .

67



.(1987) .
61-54 (3
(1994) .
(3)

487-452
.(1987) .
.(1983) .
(1992) .

(). .(2003) .

.(1999) .

.(2005) .

213-147 (5
.(1988).

(1997) .

.(1980) .

68



(1).

(1976).
.(1988) .

.(2005) .

.(2001) .
(1997) .
.(2008) .

.(1985) .

283-253 (16)

5). .(1980) .
; .(2000).

(1991) .

.(1999) .

69



.(2001) .

(1997) .
.(2006) .
(1).
.(1995) .
.(1988) .
(1994) .
(1991) .
.(1989) .
.(1989) .
.(1981) .

50-23 (1) (3

70



(1981) .
.(1986) .
.(2008) .

().

.(1995) .

.(2005) .
.(1982) .

.(1983) .
G).
.(2000) .

250-223  (2)  (16)
.(1995) .

51-9 (2 (1)
.(2000) .

60-47  (21)

71



G). .(1996) .
Q). .(2000) .

Bandura, A. (1973). Aggression: Asocial learning analysis
Engel-wood cliffs, n.j: prentice-hall.

Burdet, k& Jenson, 1.C. (1983). The self-concept and aggressive
be havior among elementary school children from tow grade
levels, psychology in the School, (20) (3), 370-379.

Bowlby,j. (1991). Child care and crowth of love. Penguin
Book. London.

Cuiping, W.& Huichang, c. (2001). Coping style of adolescents
under academic stress their locus of control, self-esteem and
mental health Chinese, Mentel Health Journal, (15) (6),
431-434.

Dumart, A. (1988). the sos children village: school Achievement
of subject reared in aperment foster care. Early Child
Development and Care, (34), 217-226.

Hattie. (1992). Self -concept Hillsdale, Nj : Eribum.

John,E.L.(1986). Self and peer perceptions and attribution busies
aggressive and non aggressive boys in Dyadic interaction.
Annual conrention, American Psychological Association,
the Washington, (9™);: 22-26.

Kinard, E.M. (1978). Emotional development in physically
abused-children: study of self-concept aggression. Dis-Abs.
(39), 29-64.

Malik, N. (2008). Exposure to do mesttic and community
riolecnce in anourisk sample: association with child
functioning, Journal of Inters Crsonal Violenece, (65) (3),
320-328.

72



()

73



II4O n

74



ciagd Lgtaulia
L

Ll gt

.
B = -
-

. Asulia

Asulia

» |

Al g

-

5_Adl) ) gauaaa

a2
5_jadl)

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

75




ciagd Lgtaulia
L

Ll gt

.ﬁ’ - .
w daulia
4.1\“1.'\.4 '

. daslus

-

5_Adl) ) gauaaa

a2
5_jadll

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

76




il lgaalia | Al lghalia | g Ly \

Al da Y i 5 AR o e a2

e | | ate | | At b jadl
Ll | Lalia | 7 Ll | °°

35

36

37

38

39

40

77




()

78



(2) (1)

A gl plall ol AL

79



.10

A1

12
13
14
15
16

17
18
19
.20

21

22

80



23

24

25

.26

27

28

.29

.30

81




(30)

(1) - .(0)

(2)
(60-0)
(20 -0)
(40 -21)
(60 -41)

82



&3



II7OI|

84



10

A1

12
13
14
A5
.16

&5



17

18

19

.20

21

22

.23

.24

25

.26

27

.28

29

.30

31

32

33

.34

86




35

.36

37

.38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

.46

47

48

49

.50

S1

52

87




53

.54

.55

.56

.57

.58

.59

.60

.61

.62

.63

.64

.65

.66

.67

.68

.69

.70

88




(

)

&9



ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

90



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
.20

91



21

22

23

24

25

.26

27

28

.29

.30

31

32

.33

34

.35

.36

37

.38

.39

40

41

42

92




43

44

45

46

A7

48

49

.50

S

52

.53

54

.55

.56

57

.58

.59

.60

93




.(60-0)

94

.(60)

(0)
(1)

(35)
(47-35)

(47)



